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existence elsewhere. Thus through arthapatti (implication)
we can say that the negative judgment is capable of imply-
ing the existence of silver elsewhere.

Reply ; No. Even arthapatti will not help us in deri-
ving such an implication. If the person who is putting forth
is a Mimamsaka, he accepts anyatha khyati or akhyati; and
in both such an interpretation is an impossibility.

Aryathakhyati rejects samsarga (relation) and yet it is
cognised as external. In either case negation is possible
only if the object negated exists immediately. And yet it is
negated. As regards Akhyati ; there is the exist of the Rit-
viks from the yajnasala in Jyotishtoma, holding one others
'kaccha' (cloth). If the 'pratiharta' loses hold of it, there is
ordained 'sarvadakshina' to complete the sacrifice. If the ud-
gatri loses hold of it, it is ordained that the sacrifice is to be
completed without 'dakshina\   If both lose hold of it, we
should normally take up the 'sarvasva daksina'; but it is de-
cided that the sacrifice should be completed without 'da-
kshina\ The second 'viccheda' functions as the 'badha' of
fhe former- Here only the second case is ordained.

We cannot say that pravritti itself is prevented in the
case of the former ; for the prevention of pravritti is not a
case of 'badha\ Further take the case of a person having
his 'pravritti' with reference to a sacrifice. He cognises the
'pratibandha* from the king or from the thieves ; and the
'pravritti' is prevented. Yet there is no badha, so far as the
'yagadibuddhF is concerned. Such an individual may per
form the sacrifice at any time. In spite of the 'pravritty anu-
papatti' with reference to the Yaga, we find the possibility
of pravritti.